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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Disclosed Prior Art (applicant's specification, pp. 1 - 7 and fig. 1 - 2) in view of Jones 
(Jones, Gerald Everett. How to Lie with Charts. iUniverse. February 1, 2000. pp. 61 - 
67, 70 - 72, 85 - 87, 170, 175, 258 and 262). 

Regarding Claims 1-3, Disclosed Prior Art discloses a method of purchasing 
products and services over a network ("e-marketplace") comprising the steps of: 

■ submitting a Request for Quotation (RFQ) with at least one attribute ("such 
as delivery time, quantity discounts and the like") over the network ("e- 
marketplace"): (see 100, fig. 1 and p. 3, lines 9-18). 
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■ receiving at least one bid in response to the RFQ over the network ("e- 
marketplace"), each of the at least one bid having at least one attribute 
value associated therewith ("various relevant factors in the bids including 
price, quantity, etc."). (see 110, fig. 1 and p. 5, lines 5-6); 

■ creating a graphical visual interface ("web pages") based on a ranking 
system, the graphical user interface showing a relationship ("ranking" or 
"score") in a graphical format ("web pages") between the at least one 
attribute ("values of relevant factors... are used to calculate the score") and 
the at least one bid ("individual bid") and associated attribute value 
("importance value or "weight" of each factor... are used to calculate the 
score of individual bids") in a single display (fig. 2). (see p. 6, 14 - 22 and 
fig. 2); and 

■ displaying information pertinent to a selected bid of the at least one bid 
("reachable from information buttons), (see p. 6, lines 17-20 and fig. 2); 
and 

■ wherein the information is one of a general information ("score") and 
detailed information ("attribute information") related to the at least one bid 
("reachable from information buttons), (see p. 6, lines 17-20 and fig. 2). 

Disclosed Prior Art does not teach underlined limitations - a method of 
purchasing products and services over a network comprising the steps of: 

■ creating a graphical visual interface based on a Cartesian coordinate 
system , the graphical user interface showing a relationship in a graphical 
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format between the at least one attribute and the at least one bid and 

associated attribute value in a single display; and 
■ wherein the graphical format is sell bid lines representative of selected 

connected attribute values of the at least one bid. 
Utilization of a Cartesian coordinate system to display . and/or graph data is old 
and well known in the art of data graphing and information technology as evidenced by 
Jones (see pp. 62 - 67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art to allow for any 
representation of the data values that the inventor desired, such as through the 
graphical representation of such values in a Cartesian coordinate system, as disclosed 
by Jones, as opposed to textual representation of the values displayed on a graphical 
user interface. In re Kuhle, 526 F.2d 553, 555 } 188 USPQ 7, 9 (CCPA 1975). 

Furthermore, graphical representation of multivariate and/or multi-attribute data is 
old and well known in the art of data graphing and information technology, as evidenced 
by Jones (see pp. 85 - 87). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have .modified Disclosed Prior Art and Jones by 
further graphing, as disclosed by Jones, the multiple variables that comprised the final 
score, as disclosed by Disclosed Prior Art, allowing the user to understand underlying 
mechanism for calculation of the final score. 

Linking and/or connecting attribute values of related data is old and well known is 
old and well known in the art of data graphing and information technology, as evidenced 
by Jones which states, "Points in the same data set are then connected to form a line 
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plot." (see p. 85). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have linked and/or connected attribute values of the 
bids, as disclosed by Jones, thereby connecting data points related to one data set, the 
bid, allowing for graphic representation of the interrelations of bid attributes. 

Regarding Claims 4-7, Disclosed Prior Art discloses a method further 
comprising the steps of: 

■ selecting a portion of a selected bid ("bids") created from attribute values 
(underlying the "ranks and scores") of the at least one bid. (see p. 6, lines 
17 -20); and 

■ retrieving the general or detailed information ("information pages") from a 
database (web server), the general or detailed information being pertinent 
to the selected bid ("...may be hyper-links to Web pages. The hyper-links 
to the information pages may provide detailed information of individual 
bids in an unstructured text format." - see p. 6, lines 10-13); 

■ wherein the retrieved general information ("information pages") is provided 
in a window, (see p. 6, lines 10-13); and 

■ wherein the detailed information ("web pages reachable from information 
buttons") is rendered in one of text ("reading attribute information."), (see 
p. 6, lines 16-20). 

Disclosed Prior Art does not disclose the underlined claim limitations - a method 
further comprising the steps of: 
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■ selecting a portion of a selected sell bid line created from connected 
attribute values of the at least one bid; and 

■ retrieving the general or detailed information from a database, the general 
or detailed information being pertinent to the selected sell bid line : 

■ wherein the retrieved general information is provided in a window adjacent 
the selected sell bid line : and 

■ creating a display separate from the graphical visual interface: and 
displaying the detailed information in the separate display. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art and Jones to allow for any 
hyperlink to information that the inventor desired, such as a hyperlink formed by bid 
names and information buttons, as disclosed by Disclosed Prior Art, or through 
component objects of the graphical representation. In re Kuhle, 526 F. 2d 553, 555, 188 
USPQ 7, 9 (CCPA 1975). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art and Jones to allow general 
information to be provided in a window located anywhere in the visual display, such as 
through a window located adjacent to the selected sell bid line. In re Kuhle, 526 F.2d 
553, 555, 188 USPQ 7 f 9 (CCPA 1975). 

Displaying data separate from the graphical representation of said data is old and 
well known in the art of data graphing and information technology, as evidenced by 
Jones (see p. 71 , fig. 4.8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
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at the time the invention was made to have modified Disclosed Prior Art and Jones to 
have provided a display separate from the graphical representation of the data, as 
disclosed by Jones, providing system user with another, and possibly more accurate, 
information concerning the selected bid. 

Regarding Claims 8-10, Claims 8-10 recite similar limitations to Claims 2-4 
and 7 are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale as applied in the 
rejections of Claims 2-4 and 7. 

Regarding Claims 11-13, Disclosed Prior Art discloses a method further 
comprising: 

■ the steps of tagging (selecting) at least one bid created from the attribute 
values (underlying the "ranks and scores") of the at least one bid. (see p. 
6, lines 17-20); 

■ displaying the tagged (selected) at least one sell bid on the graphical 
visual interface ("attribute information in web pages") after a selected 
filtering operation (selection of "web pages reachable from the information 
buttons.") (see p. 6, lines 17 - 20); and 

■ wherein the information is at least one attribute value ("attribution 
information") associated with the tagged (selected) at least one sell bid. 
(see p. 6, lines 17-20). 

Disclosed Prior Art does not teach underlined limitations - a method further 
comprising: 
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■ the steps of tagging at least one sell bid line created from connected 
attribute values of the at least one bid; and 

■ displaying the tagged at least one sell bid line on the graphical visual 
interface after a selected filtering operation; 

■ wherein the graphical information is at least one attribute value associated 
with the tagged at least one sell bid line; and 

■ further comprising the steps of untaggihg the at least one sell bid line: and 

■ removing the tagged at least one sell bid line from the graphical visual 
interface in response to the selected filtering operation . 

Selecting, unselecting and/or deleting line plots from a graphical representation 
of data, such as through deletion of a data set or removal of a sheet in a multi-layered 
drawing, is old and well known in the art of graphing and information technology. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Disclosed 
Prior Art and Jones to incorporate to the ability to tag, untag and remove line plots from 
the graphical representation of data, as is old and well known, to allow for simplification 
and clarity of displayed information, retaining bid lines still undergoing consideration, 
while removing bid lines eliminated from consideration. 

Regarding Claims 14 - 15, Disclosed Prior Art does not teach underlined 
limitations - a method further comprising: 

■ the step of displaying a count of bid lines associated with the at least one 
bid, the count being displayed on the graphical visual interface: and 
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■ the steps of continuously counting the number of bid lines and displaying 
the counted number of bid lines in the graphical visual interface. 

Displaying a total count of objects located on a graphical display, such as a total 
of submitted bids, and/or continuously updating the total count of objects on the 
graphical display, such as a continuously updated total of submitted bids, is old and well 
known in the art of information technology. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified Disclosed Prior Art 
and Jones by incorporation the ability to maintain an updated total of displayed bid lines, 
as is old and well known in the art, allowing the user to gauge the total of level of 
interest in the RFQ based upon the total number of bid lines. 

Regarding Claims 16-18, Disclosed Prior Art does not teach underlined 
limitations - a method further comprising: 

■ the steps of enlarging or reducing a portion of the graphical visual 
interface: 

■ wherein the enlarging or reducing steps show portions of sell bid lines 
representative of connected attribute values of the at least one bid: and 

■ the step of scrolling the graphical visual interface in a desired direction. 
Resizing, repositioning and scrolling within a display image are old and well 

known in the art of information technology. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Disclosed 
Prior Art and Jones by incorporating the ability to resize, reposition and scroll within a 
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display image, as is old and well known, as such capabilities are conventional and 
standard display capabilities with computerized graphical user interfaces. 

Regarding Claims 19-21, Claims 19 - 21 recite similar limitations to Claims 1 - 
2 and 11 - 13 are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale as applied in the 
rejections of Claims 1 - 2 and 11-13. 

Regarding Claims 22 - 29, further system claims would have been obvious from 
method claims rejected above, Claims 1-18, and are therefore rejected using the 
same art and rationale. 

Regarding Claims 30, further code claim would have been obvious from method 
claim rejected above, Claim 1 , and is therefore rejected using the same art and 
rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/04/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicant's assertion that in the previous Office Action the 
Examiner assumed that the network claimed was the Internet, Examiner wishes to 
clarify that Examiner did not assume that the network claimed was the Internet but was 
merely demonstrating that the "purchasing products and services over a network" was 
old and well known in the art, as the Disclosed Prior Art discusses the purchasing of 
products and services over a network, albeit the Internet, which by definition is a 
network. 
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In response to applicant's assertions concerning the limitations presented by the 
"filter capabilities and display capabilities of the web pages", Examiner refutes such an 
assertion. As Disclosed Prior Art discloses a graphical user interface such as one that 
displays web pages can accept user input (see p. 5, lines 5-9) and filter information 
based upon user input (see p. 3, line 25 - p. 4, line 3). 

Furthermore, while applicant asserts that "the invention simultaneously provides 
a graphical display in a Cartesian coordinate system together with the display of 
detailed and/or general information in a visual or textual presentation", Examiner refutes 
such assertion. Disclosed Prior Art discloses "the display of detailed and/or general 
information in a visual or textual presentation" (see figure 2) while Jones discloses "a 
graphical display in a Cartesian coordinate system together with the display of detailed 
and/or general information in a visual or textual presentation." (see p. 71 , figure 4.8). 

In response to applicant's argument that the Examiner "incorrectly implies that 
the present invention is a simple utilization of a Cartesian coordinate system," Examiner 
asserts the prior art reference, Jones, does disclose the Cartesian coordinate system as 
currently claimed. For example, Jones, on page 170, discloses a graphical visual 
display based on a Cartesian coordinate system, the graphical display showing a 
relationship between the at least one attribute (in this case, units) and the at least one 
data point (in this case, time) and associated attribute value (in this case, the label of 
units) in a single display, (see Jones, p. 170). 

Applicant references figures from the specification in his arguments and attempts 
to differentiate claimed invention from cited prior art by referencing features not claimed 
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within the previously presented claims, such as "n-dimensional space" and "higher order 
geometries". Examiner asserts that although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

The examiner would like to point out that Official Notice statement(s) were used 
in the office action mailed on 7/05/06 to indicate that certain concept(s), technology(s) 
and/or methodology(s) are old and well known in the art. Since applicant has not 
attempted to traverse such Official Notice statement(s), examiner is taking the asserted 
common knowledge and/or well-known statement to be admitted prior art. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason M. Borlinghaus whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6924. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9*197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




